Application Serial No. 1 0/01 0,304 

Amendment dated October 30. 2009 ' 
2"^ reply to final Office Action dated July 30, 2009 

I 

REMARKS 

Claims 6-8, 10, 28, 33-48 and 52-57 are pending and stand rejected. The specification has been 
amended. Applicants have canceled claims 48, 52 and 57 without prejudice or disclaimer to the 
subject matter claimed therein. Claims 6-8, 28 and 55 have been amended. Reconsideration of 
the rejection is respectfully requested in view of the tbi lowing remarks. 

Applicant resnectfiilly submits that the instant amendments can be made at this stage of 
prosecution because the claim amendments are limited to canceling claims or limiting the scope 
of existing claims. Thus, the claim amendments require no further search on the part of the 
Examiner. Further, the claim and specification amendments simplify the remaining issues, and . 
Applicants respectfully submit even place the application into condition for allowance. 
Accoruirigiy, Appliciuii respectfully requests uauI both specificaliun uiid cltiini aiiieiidnients be 
entered. : 

Applicant respectfully submits that tlie specification amendment is fully supported. More 
specifically, the reasonable reader can see that the word should be ''solvents" instead of 
"poiymef " because tiie example already slates the polymer of the example as being a ' siioxane- 

polymers, but rather are "oOl\'erits" at least in the ^^'^rts*^ tha^ th*^ p**e^'**^t *^ppn'^**^'o^ iic#ac fV»of 
term: a liquid that dissolves or swells solid polymer. A furtlier clue that the word should be 
"solvents" and not -polymers-is that the word or phrase at issue is stated by this paragraph as 
belonging to a •"solvent group". Thus, the instant specification amendment does not constitute 
"new matter", as it merely corrects an editorial error, Applicant respectfully submits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
Claims 6-8, 10, 28, 33-48 and 52-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the enablement requirement. Applicant respectfully submits that the instant 
specification amendment renders this rejection moot. Specifically, the amended specification 
liuvv makes It cleat thai Jhe Example does not feattue twelve uiikno wa polymers, but rather a 
single polymer, namely, "a siloxane-based macrodiol, aromatic polyurethane, supplied by 
Aortech Biomaterials", as indicated in the first two lines of the Example. 

Accordingly. Applicant respectfully requests that this rejection be withdrawn. 
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In view of the above remarks. Applicant respectfully submits that the present application is in 
condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests issuance of a Notice of 
Allowance directed to claims 6-8, 10, 28, 33-46 and 53-56. 



Should the Cxaniincr dccni that any further action on the part of Applicant would be desirable, 
the Examiner is irjvileu to Ldeplujue Applicaiirs undersigned representative. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Reg. No. 34,700 

October 30, 2009 

c/o Kensey Nash Corporation 
735 Pennsylvania Drive 
Exton,PA 19341 
Tel: (484) 713-2140 
Fax: (484) 7i3-2Q09 
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